extensive scrutiny. The nationa discussions underway regard-
ing Socia Security and the plan for working on a bipartisan
basis toward legidation deserve our full support and offer hope
that plans for Social Security reform can be developed that will
meet the needs and goals of all Americans.

Conclusion

We are privileged to take part in the thorough and careful
process by which the Annua Reports are prepared to provide
this vital public accounting. We strongly believe that these
Reports serve as an early warning of the need for changes to
ensure continuation of these programs and not as evidence of
their failure to protect future generations. Working coopera-
tively, with informed public debate, solutions can be found to
the financing problems facing America as our population ages.

Erratum :

Vol. 60, No. 4, 1997.

Table 1 .-Summary of SIPP-CPS differences in poverty measures, 1987-91

Table 1 from the research grant summary, “ Why SIPP and CPS Produce Different Poverty Measures Among the Elderly,”

[In percents]
1987 1988 | 1990 1991
Percent| Percen Percent Percent
Characteristic SIPP | CPS| difference’| SIPP| CPS|difference| SIPP | CPS| difference| SIPP | CPS| difference
Poverty rates
Al PErSONS... ..o 111 13.4 -16.7 108 130 -17.2 105 135 -219 123 14.2 -137
Personsunder age 65.. .............. 115 135 -150 110 132 -16.6 109 137 -204 12.7 145 -12.0
Personsaged 65 or older............ 90 125 -28.1 9.5 12.0 -20.6 82 122 -32.5 9.1 12.4 -26.5
52 86 -38.9 4.7 80 -415 4.7 7.6 -38.1 4.9 79 -38.6
117 153 -23.7 130 149 -12.7 107 154 -305 121 155 -222
6.9 95 -27.1 6.1 89 -317 6.0 84 -28.3 59 102 -41.7
76 105 -21.5 88 113 -223 72 113 -36.8 14 112 -34.2
77 146 477 0 114 135 -15.5 8.3 133 -375 112 129 -135
152 186 -187 140 171 -17.9 126 186 -32.1 136  16.9 -194
Marmied.........oeeeeeeeceeniinieee | 2.9 6.0 -52.0 2.3 5.6 -58.7 2.8 55 -494 2.4 53 -54.8
Not married. ... .ocoovevevererennnans 166  20.5 -190 179 199 -10.0 148 203 272 1713 209 -17.4
One-personfamily.........co.eceeu. 203 247 179 217 241 98 182 247 -26.2 223 249 -10.6
All membersaged 65 or older.| 2.0 5.2 -60.8 2.4 4.6 -48.4 2.0 4.6 -51.6 18 48 -62.6
Some members undegees..| 5.5 8.8 -38.2 5.2 8.7 -394 5.0 79 -36.6 44 8.0 -45.3
[ncome-to-needs ratio
among the poor
ATPESONS, .........cocoeverrennnn] 616  56.0 99 625 557 122 616 56.6 88 612 556 99
Personsunder 65ag€. ............| 59.8  54.0 10.7 604 537 124 596 549 87 594 539 102
Persons aged 65 or older| 771 720 70 794 722 100 79.0 711 110 779 702 1.1
Poverty gap (in billions of dollars)
A persons | 11 349 508 -314 349 527 -339 403 608 -336 498 685 =272
Persons uref®@ 65 .| 320 462 -307 319 481 -336 373 551 -323 462 622 -25.7
Personsaged 65 or older . ........ 28 4.6 -38.2 2.9 4.6 -36.7 3.0 5.6 -46.7 36 6.2 -42.0

' The SIPP percentage minus the CPS percentage divided by the CPS percentage times 100.

Source: The Urban Institute tabulations based on March CPS and SIPP data, various years.
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